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Alternative A

SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

Skylining of rockfall fences causes alteramtive to not meet visual
objectives.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

Modification of projéct would be needed to prevent skylining,
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SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

This altdrnative is a visually modified Alternative A. Fence would be located
to reduce skylining as follows
- KOP 2 by 80% ? .
- KOP 4 does not skyline under Altezmnatives A or A-1
— KOP 5 by 50% and additional reduction will be considered during construction.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

KOP 5 will be evaluated for additional skylining reduction during construction,
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Alrernative B

SECTION D. {Continued)

Comments from item 2,

Skylining of rockfall fences causes alternative to not meet
visual objectives.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)

Modification of pfoject would Be needed to prévent skylining
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Alternative C

SECTION D. (Continued)

Comments from item 2.

Since barrier parallels road, no skylining occurs.

Additional Mitigating Measures (See item 3)
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